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LORD ABINGDON's CASE oH OTMOOR. 


A PRINTED paper having been diſtributed, in the name of Lord Abingdon, entitled Tux Cas 
or OTMoos, abounding in miſrepreſentations, and calculated to miſlead the Members of the 
Houſe of Commons, it is hoped that gentlemen will not form their decided opinions upon that ſubject, 
till they hear what may be ſaid on the other ſide of the queſtion. 

| 
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His Lordſhip, having oppoſed the Bill for Draining and Dividing Otmoor, though univerſally allowed 


to be a beneficial meaſure ro all perſons concerned, and finding that it had met with the approbation of 


ſo large a majority of the landholders as to preclude all exception on that head, has adopted one of the 
moſt extraordinary manceuvres that ingenuity could well have ſuggeſted. Juſt on the eve of the ſecond 
reading of the bill, he has attacked the right of common of one of the principal proprietors; a right 


which has been enjoyed by himſelf and his anceſtors for centuries, hitherto undiſturbed, and which would 


never have been diſputed but to anſwer the preſent purpoſe. This point being now ſubmitted to legal 


deciſion, it would be needleſs and improper to enter into any argument concerning it, or to anticipate 


the determination of the courts of juſtice. The beſt eſtabliſhed rights may be aſſaulted by a perverſe 


fpirit of litigation ; and the time choſen for this operation ſufficiently marks the end it was intended to 
ſerve. It is, however, jult neceſſary to obſerve, in oppoſition to his Lordſhip's aſſertions, that the Act 
of Parliament did not attempt to eſtabliſh this or any other claim, but that there is an expreſs clauſe 


which leaves all ſuch drſputes to be ſertled by the Commiſſioners, 


His Lordſhip has been extremely candid in publiſhing the petition which was preſented to him, as it 
ſerves to throw a ſtrong light upon the true colour and complexion of this buſineſs—and truly a more 
curious petition was never ſeen, It begins with ſtating that ſome perſons had attempted to ſurvey the 


moor, but that the petitioners and their friends had repulſed them with violence ; thus interrupting men 
in the performance of a lawful act, and alledging the commiſſion of a riot as a reaſon to induce his 


Lordſhip to take their grievous caſe into conſideration, On examining the ſignatures to the different 
peritions, and to the bill, it appears that, inſtead of © three individuals only,” in favour of the meaſure, 
and 169 againſt it, as his Lordſhip has marſhalled the parties, there are, on one ſide, the Earl of Abing- 
don, and the Otmoor mob who repulſed the ſurveyors ; and, on the other, all the reſpectable geatle- 


men and landholders that have any eſtates in the ſeven towns. Even putting Mr. Croke out of the queſ- 


tion, there is as large a majority as is ever required on ſuch occaſions: And the bill is not given up, but 


only 


* 
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only put off till the next ſeſſions; not becauſe that gentleman's cattle have been impounded, but becauſe 
it is apprehended that there will not be time to go through the forms of the Houle before the prorogation 


of Parliament. 


And what has his Lordſhip to advance againſt the united wiſhes of ſuch * a liſt of great and reſpecta- 
ble names?“ Nothing but that he fears he ſhall be injured in certain manerial rights, ſome of which 
are clearly out of the queſtion, and others exiſt only in his own imagination. 


. 


Much ſtreſs is laid upon the fiſhery and fowlery, as if they were objects of any importance. The fact 
is, that the river Ray is a ſmall ſtream, inferior, in magnitude, to the New River, and choaked up with 
mud and weeds, out of which his Lordſhip's ſervants, as © The Caſe ” truly ſtates, on or about the roth 
of March, in every year, if not prevented by floods, take what is called the Royal Draft, which, in the 
beſt ſeaſons, is ſo inſignificant in point of value, that nothing but an inclination to impoſe on the Houſe, 
could have ſeduced his Lordſhip to introduce it to their notice with ſo much ſolemnity. 


* 


The fowlery is of about equal conſequence; but to enhance its dignity and apparent value, the fowler 
is ſaid to have a deputation to kill the moor- game. This ambiguous term might induce gentlemen to 
believe that there was plenty of grouſe, (a bird never ſeen in this place;) and no one could have ſup- 
poſed that a few ſtray wild-ducks were all that was meant by the term. It is not the wiſh of the parties 


concerned to depreciate or diminiſh his Lordſhip's manerial rights; but allowing them in their full ex- 
tent, and conſidering them of greater conſequence than they really are, let it be aſked, whether it be- | 
came a man, who calls himſelf the ſupporter of the injured rights of the poor, and who affects to ſacri- 


fice his own private intereſt to the public good, to ſet up ſo inſignificant a profit to himſelf, as an ob- 
jection to the improvement of a track of 4000 acres of land, and the conſequent advantages, in every 
reſpect, both to the rich and poor in its vicinity. 


Ic is not very evident how it lies to this bill, but his Lordſhip aſſerts, in his 7 petition, that the 
pariſhes, hamlets, or townſhips of Beckley, Horton, Moorcot, Fencot, Charlton, Oddington, and Noke, | 
are within his manor of Beckley. His Lordſhip is admitted to be Lord of the Manor of Beckley | 


with Horton, and of the common of Otmoor; but this is the firſt time that his claim to the 
other manors was ever heard of. It is ſaid to be a pretty round aſſertion, and boldly introduced, 
that theſe towns are diſtin and independent manors; and, to prove the contrary, the Articles , 
of War” are to be read. One of theſe vouchers produced, are the extracts from the court rolls. But | 
theſe. rolls evidently imply the contrary of what they were intended to prove for they ſay, © The Lord 
of the Manor of Beckley | is Lord of the Royalty of Otmoor; and then ſpecify the ſeven towns that have 
a right of common upon it, without the leaſt ſuggeſtion that they are comprehended within the Royalty. 

It is ſearce neceſſary to obſerve, that a right of common enjoyed by the ſeven-townſhips, i is a very diſtinct 
thing from a lordſhip paramount claimed over them. The ſo-much-talked-of grant to the Earl of 
Abingdon's anceſtors has not yet appeared; but we are told that, in due time, it will be produced. If 
Lord Abingdon holds the manor of Beckley (as is ſuppoſed) under the grant of King Edward the Sixth | 
to Sir Walter Mildmay, there is nothing in this grant which can ſupport his claims; for it mentions the 
NMahor of Beckley only, without taking any notice of any Royalties or Lordlhips paramount. That 
the other manors were never comprehended under that of Beckley, is evident from many ancient ſur- 
veysand inquilitions, and, above all, from this circumſtance, that they have never done any ſuit or ſer- 

ce at the court there: thongh his Tordſhip, having converted the two meormen, or baytards, ap- 
Pointe by the ſeven towns to look after the cattle on the moor, into homagers, endeavours to impoſe an 
erroneous notion to the contrary. If his Lordſhip has any other grant, let him Fee it; rr till he f 
does Io, it is ſurely : not very unrealonable to doubt its exiſtence, 
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But his 88 theſe high ſounding pretenſions were not ſupportable, or, if they could | | 
be ſupported, would make little to the preſent purpoſe, next reſts his caſe on his being the largeſt of the ; 
proprietors; and, referring to the land-tax aſſeſſments, inſinuates that they have not been properly ſtated 
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by Mr. Croke. Mr. Croke, in his pamphlet, has ſtated Lord Abingdon's land- tax at 6 31. 28. 11d. 
Lord Abingdon, in * The Caſe,” makes them amount to 1561. 16s, 1d. The difference is eaſily ac- 


counted for. His Lordſhip has added to his own account, all the land-tax that is paid by perſons who 


hold eſtates under him as Lord of the Manor, ſome of whom are abſolute frecholders, paying only a 
ſmall quit-rent; and the remainder copyholders, and leſſees for three lives. As the intereſt of theſe 
tenants in their eſtates is ſolely in them, and not in the Lord, as far as reſpects the land- tax, it is they 
who are always aſſeſſed to, and pay it: ſo that, after plucking off theſe borrowed feathers, his Lordſhip's 
land- tax has not been miſtated at 63]. +25. 11d. for one plain reaſon—he really pays no more. But Mr. 
Croke has been liberal in allowing even this ſum to his Lordſhip undiſputed ; for a part of it is paid for 
his Lordſhip's woodlands, (which are never allowed to have a right of common,) and the remainder for 
three farms, which, whether they are entitled to commons or not, is very diſputable, and may * 
hereafter become a ſubje& of conſideration in another place. 


We have before ſeen the nature of his Lordſhip's manerial pretenſions, and it now ſeems that his rights, 
as a proprietor, are not quite ſo extenſive as he would have it believed. 


Upon the whole, it is no inconſiderable argument in favour of the bill, that Lord Abingdon, who has 
now ſtated the whole of his objections to it in print, has filled upwards of three ſides of paper with de- 
ſultory obſervations on his own manerial claims, perſonal attacks on Mr. Croke, and effuſions of wit and 
pretended humour, without offering one ſingle ſubſtantial reaſon againſt the principle of the bill, or the 
advantages to be derived to the proprietors and the public at large from its taking place. It probably 
gives his Lordſhip an infinite degree of ſatisfaction to enjoy that kind of popularity which he muſt ac- 
quire from his repeated declarations in print, that he is determined to ſupport the claims of the poorer 
inhabitants in preference to thoſe of the richer ; but the ſenſible part of mankind will be apt to enquire, 
whether the property of the poor is at all likely to be injured, and whether the whole of the appre- 
hended miſchiefs 40 not ſolely exiſt 1 in his Lordſhip! s Own imagination, and that of a few turbulent and 


S; fuch as may be found in every neighbourhood, who having particular purpoſes i in 
view, are the makers and encouragers of riots and confuſion, 


And here let it be aſked, whether his Lordſhip has replied to any of the arguments that have been 
advanced in favour of the bill? Has he even ventured to affirm only that the draining of Otmoor would 
not render it infinitely more valuable than it is at preſent ? He has, indeed, thrown out ſome doubts as 
to the practicability of draining ; but are looſe doubts to counterbalance the opinion of profeſſed engi- 
neers, who have given in plans and eſtimates, and are willing to contract for the abſolute performance of 
them? Does he deny that the removal of ſuch a nuſance as a large bog is not very deſirable to the 


neighbourhood ? or that the improvement and better cultivation of waſte lands is not an object of na- 


tional concern? Till his Lordſhip fairly meets the queſtion on theſe points, or till he has alledged 
ſome better reaſons than he has hitherto given, he may talk as long as he pleaſes of Don Quixote and 
the Georgium Sidus, of Major Sturgeon and the Mayor of Garret, of Machiavel ſtirrups and ſide- 
ſaddles, and ring changes upon all the heterogeneous ſubjects a lively invention can ſupply, but the pub- 
lic, to whom he now appeals, will be apt to conſider his oppoſition to the Otmoor Bill as founded, at 


beſt, on an unmeaning obſtinacy, if not on worſe motives. Or, as his Lordſhip has himſelf expreſſed 
it, that his principal objections are not to what! is in the bill, but what 1 is out of it, 
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